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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. The currently pending claims considered below are Claims 1-14 and 31-35. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
forms the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 7-11,13-14 and 31-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Tavoletti et al. (US 6721949). 

4. As to claims 1,10, 31-32-33 and 34,Tavoletti teaches the invention as claimed 
including a method, system and product for exporting a specification and description 
language (SDL) software model to different operating systems, the method comprising: 

providing an SDL software model (abstract; FIG. 1, col. 2, lines 61-65; a GITV 
firmware including thread and message signal requests); 

providing an SDL porting layer (FIG. 1; OS abstraction layer), the SDL porting layer 
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converting the SDL software model to an operating environment (FIG. 1 : 140) wherein 
the operating environment is common to all the different operating systems (FIG. 1 : 
142,144 and 146 are the different OS's; col. 3, lines 1-15); and 

providing a plurality of operating system abstraction layers ( FIG. 1 : 120 and 130), 
each abstraction layer designed to abstract the operating environment to at least one 
targeted operating system (FIG. 1 : 142 , the targeted operating system). 

5. As to claim 2, Tavoletti teaches wherein the at least one targeted operating system is 
a single operating system (FIG. 1 : 146, an OS of a terminal device). 

6. As to claims 3, 1 1 and 35, Tavoletti teaches wherein the at least one targeted 
operating system is two operating systems and the method for exporting a software 
model in a wireless device, a first of the two operating systems is a system operating 
system and a second of the two operating systems is a communication operating 
system (col. 3, lines 37-38; wherein the satellite / wireless network connect a television 
device that sends and received signals). 

7. As to claim 7,Tavoletti teaches, wherein the at least one target operating system is a 
plurality of operating systems (FIG. 1, col. 3, lines 5-10). 
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8. As to claims 8 and 13,Tavoletti teaches, wherein the operating environment 
operates independently of processor boundaries ( FIG. 1 , col. 3, lines 5-1 0). 

9. As to claims 9 and 14,Tavoletti further teaches wherein the operating system 
abstraction layer defines the processor boundaries and facilitates communication 
across the processor boundaries (FIG. 1 , col. 3, lines 1-10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 4-6, 1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Tavoletti et al. (US 6721949) in view of Woodruff et al (US 6757904). 

12. As to claims 4-5, 12 Tavoletti teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including a method, system and product for exporting a specification and description 



Application/Control Number: 10/648,019 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2195 

language (SDL) software model to different operating systems as in claims 1,10 and 34 
above. 

However, Tavoletti does not explicitly teach, the system operating system 
operates on an advanced reduced instruction set processor (RISC) and the 
communication operating system operates on a digital signal processor (DSP). 

Whereas, in the same field of endeavor Woodruff discloses an home or business 
computer system coupled with a multiprocessor unit and a (DSP) operating system 
(FIG. 1,4; col. 3, lines 9-12; col. 4, lines 60-67; col. 5, lines 45-67), where a home or 
business computer with multiprocessor, is well known in the art to use (RISC) 
processor). 

It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Tavoletti's invention with Woodruff's invention to include in a 
computer system a RISC processor in communication with DSP for fast processing 
and presentation of steam data to computer users. One would be motivated combine 
these two references in order provide a more efficient communication process between 
operating systems (Woodruff's; col. 7, lines 29-42). 

13. As to claim 6, Woodruff' teaches wherein the communication module has an 
associated shared memory for use in performing operations of code derived from the 
software model (FIG. 4: 166; col. 8, lines 4-6; wherein the source is a shared memory). 



Response to Arguments 
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1 4. Applicant's arguments filed on January 22, 2008 with respect to claims 1 -1 4 and 31 -35 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

15. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Abdou Seve whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1062 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri. 7:30am - 4pm . 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, An Meng can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



AKS 

April. 25, 2008 



/Meng-Ai An/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2195 



